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LIGET DIFFUSION THROUGH HIGH-SPEED TURBULENT
BOUNDARY LAYERS

By Howard A. Stine and Warren Winovich
SUMMARY

The optical transmission characteristics of turbulent boundary layers
in air on a flat plate with negligible heat transfer were measured photo-
metrically for ranges of Mach number from 0.4k to 2.5. Free-stream densi-
ties and boundary-layer thicknesses ranged, respectively, from 0.12 to
0.93 standard sea-level atmospheres and from 1-1/2 to 3—1/2 inches.

It was found empirically that the scattering from a collimated besm
of white light which penetrates a turbulent boundary layer depends mainly
upon the integrasl across the layer of the difference between the free-
stream density and the local boundary-layer density. The radiant power
scattered thus sppears to be dependent both upon demsity fluctuations
proportional to the change in mean density across the boundary layer and
to an integral scale of the density fluctuations proportional to the
boundary-layer thickness, The scattered light is deviated in all cases
through very small angles, the maximum in these tests being about 0.0006
radian measured from the direction of primary propagation. The distri-
bution of energy In the scattered field depends mainly upon the integral
scale of the density fluctuations and is in excellent agreement with &
theoretical prediction based on the scattering cross section of Booker
and Gordon. Comparisons of scattered patterns through two boundary layers
with those through four show small deviations from Lembert's exponential
law. These differences are attributed both to secondary scattering and
to diffuse refraction at the boundary-layer free-stream interfaces.

The results show that significant deterioration in resolving power
can be sustained by optical imaging devices which receive radiant energy
through compressible turbulent boundary layers. For example, the included
angle between two equally bright point objects which can just be resolved
by a 2-1/2-inch objective is about 2 seconds of arc. If this objective
looks through a 1-3/L-inch-thick turbulent boundsry layer at a Mach number
of 2.5 and a density altitude of 45,000 feet, this angle increases to
about 8 seconds of arc. )
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The results, moreover, show that photometric measurements in the
radiation field produced by the interaction of a plane light wave with
a turbulent boundary layer can be used . in conjunction with scattering
theory to deduce sverage values of the integral scale and the intensity
of turbulent density fluctuations.

INTRODUCTION

Due to the process of scattering (or diffusion), the quality of
optical images received aboard an airbormne vehlcle traveling at high speed
can be expected to deteriorate if the radiation traverses a turbulent
boundary layer. The subjective effect of this deterioration can be likened
to the common sensation brought about when one views a distant object over
a hot chimney and observes a general blurring of outline and disappearance
of fine detail. It 1s obvious that airborne cptical devices, such as
reconnaissance cameras, star-tracking telescopes, and fire-control sights
can be similarly affected by high-speed turbulent bowmdery layers, and
thus will suffer a loss in resolving power.

A qualitative insight into the optical scattering ability of turbulent
boundary layers can be gained by reference to figure 1 which shows two
shadow photographs of identlcal bodies in the Ames supersonic free flight
wind tunnel (ref. 1) at comparable Mach numbers and Reynolds numbers.

Both photographs were obtalned with an electric spark 1llumination of 0.5
microsecond, and dlffer 1n that the body of figure 1(a) was launched
through still air whereas the body shown in figure 1(b) was launched into
a counterflow at a Mach number of 2. Thus, the light which exposed the
film of filgure 1(b) penetrated two turbulent boundary layers on the wind-
tunnel side walls, and therein was refracted by the turbulent density
fluetuations in such & manner as to cause the hackground to take on the
mottled, graln-like pattern shown. Because of the great difference between
the speed of light and the speed of the turbulent eddles and because the
spark duration was sufficiently short, the turbulent motion was "stopped"
in the pattern shown. However, during a finite time interval the pattern
will, of course, change and each ray of light which enters the turbulence
at a given point will 1lluminate, in the course of time, a finite area
upon emergence, Thus, a one-to-one correspondence between entering and
emerging light rays is lost, because, in effect, the turbulence introduces
a random nolse field in the primary beam.

Using linearized theory of geometrical optics, Liepmann (ref. 2) hes
estimated the rms diffusion angle of a ray for various flight conditions.
A more detalled scattering snalysis based on the electromagnetic theory
of radiation and the theory of isotroplc turbulence has been advanced by
Booker and Gordon, and refined by Villars and Welsskopf (refs. 3 and 4).
Baskins and Hamilton (refs. 5 and 6) have measured the transmission
characteristics of turbulent boundary layers for a limited range of flow

cGARGRREY
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conditions. The results of these theoretical and experimental studies -
show that a significant loss in resolving power can be sustained by opti-
cal imaging equipment recelving radiant energy which has penetrated a )
high-speed turbulent boundary layer.

The purpose of the present experimental investigation is to provide
additional data on the optical transmission characteristice of turbulent
boundary layers over a range of Mach numbers from O.h4 to 2.5, free-stream
densities from 0.12 to 0.93 standard sea-level atmospheres, and boundary-
layer thicknesses from 1-1/2 to 421/2 inches and to correlate the observed
optical characteristics with the appropriate boundary-layer parsmeters.

NOTATION
C Gladstone-Dale constant (0.1170 + 0.0002 cu ft/slug for air and
5200 A light)
a focal plene stop diameter, ft
D entrance pupil diasmeter, ft
E radiant intensity averaged with respect to time, watts/eq ft

f/no. focal ratio, %, dimensionless

F focal length, ft
T time~averaged radiant Intensity at the focal plane of telepho-

tometer, watts/sq. ft

AY .

K beam-spread parameter, <}X€> 5, dimensionless
1 integral scale of density fluctuations, ft
M Mach number, dimensionless
N index of refraction, 1 + Cp, dimensionless
n number of boundary layers traversed
P radiant flux (power), watts
P pressure, pRT, lb/sq ft

Ry
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gas constant, 1715 sq ft/sec2 OF, for air

radius normeal to optical axis of telephotometer with origin at
the principal focus, ft -

T
t og

temperature), s
1+ (y - 1)M3/2

air velocity, ft/sec

distance through boundary layer normal to gurface, 't
attenuation coefficient, 1/ft

boundary-layer correlating parameter (eq. (25)), dimeneionless
gpecific heat ratio, 1.4 for air, dimensionless
boundary-layer thickness, ft

gpecific inductive capacity, dielectrlc constant, N2, for air,
dimensionless

gcattering angle measured from direction of primsry propagation,
radians

angular aperture of telephotometer, tan™t é%, radiens

radiation wave leungth, ft

effective radiation wave length, 1.TO5X10°% ft

dimensionless radius normal to optical exis of telebhotometer, f%%
: F

air density, slugs/cu ft

density of NACA standard sea-level air, 0.002378 slug/cu ft
scattering cross section per unit volume, 8q ft/cu ft steradian
angle of incidence measured from normsl to flow direction, deg

angle between direction of electric vector and scattering
direction 6, radians

solid angle, steradlans

R

.
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Subscripts
A absorbed
B boundary layer
F flow
M measgured
NF no flow
n number of boundary layers, for example, 1, 2, or L
o incident
P polarized
R Rayleigh
S5 scattered
sep separated region of boundary layer
t stagnation
U unpolarized
o0 free stream

ANATYSTS

Attenuation of Light in Turbid Media

Aggregations of particulate matter, such as air, smoke in air, liguid
emulsions, colloidal suspensions, ete., are known to attenuate a beam of
parallel monochromatic light in close accord with Lambert's exponential
law for homogeneous media (refs. 7, 8, and 9). This law states that
layers of equal thickness attenuate equal fractions of the incident inten-
sity. In differential form the law is written

aE _ .
5 = o dy (1)

The attenuation per foot of penetration, o, is a function of the vibration
frequency and state of polarization of the incident light, the structure,

S -
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both atomic and macroscopic, of the particles, and, above all, of the
degree of chaos (rendom fluctuations) in the particle number density.
Ordinarily, oo 1is consldered to be made up of two parts, an sbsorption
coefficlent, a,, and a scattering coefficlent, Qs to distinguilsh between

the intensity decrease due to disappearance of visible light into radia-
tion at other frequencies, such as hest, and that due to deflection of
visible energy from the direction of primary propagetion. It is the
latter which is affected by turbulent density fluctuations in air.

In the application of eguation (1) to the boundary layer, the attenua-
tion per foot due to scattering, Qg cannot be taken as a constant, but
must be consldered as a function of position because the boundary layer
is an inhomogeneous medium. However, insofar as a turbulent boundary layer
can be considered an assembly of particles, it might be expected that
equation (1) would describe the optical transmission characteristics of
a gerles of identical boundary layers, each having an asverage scattering
coefficlient &S and thickness ©&. Such a definition is:

@), - (=) @

where n denotes the number of boundary ldjers traversed. Equation (2)

forms a starting polnt for the experimental procedure used 1n the present
investigation. because 1t provides a method for deducing, from the results

of observations through a multiplicity of identical boundary layers, the

transmission characteristics of a single boundary layer. In particular,

the relations between four, two, and one identical boundary layers are

@@ @

It should be noted that this result is due to the functiomal form of
Lambert!s lew and that nothing need be known about the scattering coef-
ficient and the thickness of the scattering medium, soc long as the several
media are identical and contiguous. . -

Attenuation of Light by Isotropic Density Fluctuations

Lack of knowledge of the turbulence structure in a compressible
turbulent boundery layer precludes the calculation of Qg in genersl.

However, the attenuation of electromagnetic waves due to scattering by
turbulence can be calculated for a turbulence model characterized by

TR
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isotropic density fluctuations having an exponentially decaying auto-
correlation function. The calculation utilizes the scattering cross
section for this model deduced by Booker and Gordon (ref. 3), the turbu-
lence structure being defined solely by two paremeters, namely, intensity
and integral scale of the density fluctuations.

One might argue against the worth of such & calculation on two
counts. 'First, the turbulence model of Booker and Gordon is physically
unrealistic because the exponentially decaying autocorrelation function
implies that the turbulence has no microscele. Second, a two-parameter
model of isotropic turbulence caennot be expected adequately to describe
the anisotropic inhamogeneocus turbulence anticipated in compressible
turbulent boundary layers. The extent to which scatter propsgation is
influenced by these discrepancies between the turbulence model of Booker
and Gordon and more refined models involving three or more parameters
has been discussed by Wheelon, Muchmore and Wheelon, and Staras in
references 10, 11, and 12. Whereas these investigetions show that the
Booker and Gordon scatiering cross section is, of course, altered by
cholce of correlation function and considerations of anisotropy, the sbso-
lute changes in cross section are small for large arbitrary changes in the
turbulence model., One 1s therefore encouraged to believe that the rela-
tively simple calculations based on the results of the Booker and Gordon
analysis can, at the very least, point out the significant variables and
aid in the analysis of data.

The radiant flux (power) scattered by isotropic density fluctuations
per unit solid angle, per unit incident intensity, per unit macroscopic
element of volume as given by Booker and Gordon is

(g)z (211)3
€ A%
= 5 8in2 X (%)

gp )
[1 + (i;:_z) sin2 %:l

This equation states that the fraction of incident radiant power scattered
into unit solid angle per foot of penetration through the turbulence, op,

is directly proportional to the mean square fractional fluctuation of the
specific inductive capacity of the medium e (2nd thus to the denslty
fluctuations);l directly proportional to the cube of the characteristic

lUsing definitions given in the NOTATION, which apply to dry air:

2 2 —
<%> = h@NN‘) £ 4c®(ap)® “for Cp <<l

STy
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size of the density "1umps™ (integral scale of turbulence), 1; and

A. The dependence of the scattered power on angle is contained both in
the denominator of equation (h) where the Ppolar angle, 8, is measured
from the direction of primary propagation, and in the term sin®X in

the numerator, where X 1is the angle between the direction of the poler-
ized incident electric vector and the scattering direction 6. Equa-
tion (4) can be modified so as to be applicable to natural (unpolarized)
incident light by replacing the term s8in2¥X by the term 1/2(1 + cos8 6)
(ref. 13). Then ..

_-2 (Qﬂl)s

€ 7\4
Oy = I \C =35 (% 2 ;OSZ€> (5)
(e T

2

From equation (5) it can be seen that, in addition to being symmetrical
about the propagation axis, the power distribution in the scattered field
for an unpolarized plane incident wave is strongly dependent on the com-
parstive magnitudés of the integral scale 1 and the wave length A

In fact, when 1 1s very much greater than A, which appears to be the
relevant case for visible light and turbulent boundary layers, and since
the half-power point of the scattered beam makes an angle of k/hﬁl

with the propagation axis, the scattering takes place mainly in the
forward direction.

Uesing equation (5), one further concludes that a layer consisting
of lsotropic denesity fluctuations of macroscopic thickness dy and unit
cross-section ares scatters the fraction of incident power:2

agdy = [\/0\411 cU( w,¥y) dw:l dy (6)

Thus, for negligible absorption, the attenuation suffered by the primary
beam due to scattering in penetrating the isotropic turbulent medium &
distance y becomes (egs. (1) and (6)):

2The anaglysis of Villars and Weisskopf (ref. L), which employs a
turbulence model based on Kolmogoroff'!s concept of local isotropy, ylelds
a scattering cross section which is not defined along the directian of

primary propagation. Thus, their function cennot be used as the integrand N

in equation (6).
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Y N4
':[f UUd(J.) dy
E _ Yo
Eo

Because of assumptions evoked by Booker snd Gordon in the derivetion of
o, eguation (7) is rigorously valid only for cases where an element of
thickness of the turbulent stratum dy exceeds the integral scale 1.

In other words, the turbulence must be sensibly homogeneous throughout
the volume (dy)s, Further, the total thickness of the turbulent layer,
¥y, must exceed the radiation wave length, A. Finally, it should be noted
that the effects of multiple scattering have been neglected.

(7)

Messurement of Light Intensity in Scattered Field

Tt is known (refs. 1k and 15, for example) that photometric experi-
ments involving Lembertt's law can be subject to error because it is
impossible to restrict the angular aperture of the measuring instrument
to zero. Thus, an instrument centered on the axis of primary propagation
and situated a finite distance from the scattering volume gathers, in
addition to the attenuated plane wave, that portion of the scattered light
lying within its field of view. To account for this effect, equation (7)
is modified to read:

y=08 _4mn

By _ 7, f dgde &y
B ° e (8)

where Ey 1is the intensity measured by an instrument heving a field of
view defined by the solid engle wy. The instrument is considered located
sufficiently far from the scattering layer that changes in solid angle
with layer depth can be neglected. (This is the paraxiasl ray assumption
of geometrical optics.) For an instrument with an axially symmetric field
of view alined with the axis of primary propagetion, the solid angle sub-
tended, w, is related to the scattering angle, 6, by

w = lbx sinz-%z 2x(1 - cos ) (9)
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After the foregoing equalities are used to effect substitutions in
equation (5), the angular Integration indicated in the exponent of eque-
tion (8) can be carried out by elementary methods. The result is:

Wy

47 38, N2 1-— 2 s

- _ (ex1)” (A K b \[bx 1 (i« 1 (i

o S B (TR £ (6 2

M _ 1+ —
by

Kuoy

K<}_ﬂ3< _m_,_._l_(ﬁzq_ 1 ij.t.s 1 l+}+ﬁ

812 \K I/ | 2x \X/ T P \X "\1+x

(10)

where K = (ixl/A)Z. The scattering coefficient ag (eg. (6)) corre-
sponds to equation (10) with wy = O.

Tn the case of velocity fluctuations (refs. 16, 17, and 18), it has
been found that the integral scale is of the order of half the boundary-
layer thickness., It is reasonasble to expect thet the scale of the density
fluctuations will be of a simllar order of magnitude, say sbout 1 inch,
for flight and wind-tunnel boundery lsyers. Because the wave length of
yellow light 1s about 2x107° ineh, the discussion can therefore be -
restricted to cases where 1 is very much greater than A. Consequently,
only the leading term of eguation (10) contributes significantly to the
scattering coefficient, and one obtains with the help of equation (9):

ZGM
« éeﬂzl A_€2 l-sin?
M Ne/ G, (Y e
VAR
> (11)
and, for 6y = 0:
. 22 (Ae)
“8_7\2 € Y,
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Furthermore, the results of references 16 and 18 indicate that the integra:
scale of the velocity fluctuations is, for practical purposes, independent
of position in the boundary layer. When it is assumed that the integral
scale of the density fluctuations is likewise independent of position, the
integration with respect to distance indicated in equation (8) yields:

\

oM -
- 3 = ¥
B 1 - sin® 5 o721 AeN
in o - INE oy | M2 <)Y
23 2 Q
1+ (}X%) gin -

> (12)

and, for @y = O:

E 2121
7,11 o - - 2
Eo A

y=0
< ¥
(o] .

The first of equations (12) relates the measured intensity ratio EM/Eo
for given wave length of the incident radiation and structure of the
turbulence as characterized by integral scale and intensity of density
fluctuations with the changes 1n anguler aperture, 6y, of the viewing
instrument. These results are applicable to turbulent compressible bound-
ary layers subject to the following qualifications: (1) the integral scale
is considered invariant throughout the layer; (2) the integral scale is
very much greater than the radiastion wave length; (3) the turbulence can
be considered isotropic; snd (h) the turbulence is characterized by a space
correlation of the density fluctuations that obeys an exponential decay
law.

J

Photometric Exploration of Fluctuating Density Flelds

Although the foregoing analysis presumes that the integral scale and
intensity of the density fluctuations are known and the radiation intensity
is the dependent variable, the converse is usually true in practice. It
is therefore convenient also to regard equations (12) as defining the
turbulence structure in terms of known radiation varisbles, thereby per-
mitting the extraction of useful informaetion about turbulent layers. To
this end the first of equations (12) can be rearranged to read:
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1
- y=8 yh8
(JM o521 A 2
in Eé) “2 Jf ( %) ay 2551 %;) dy

(13)

It eppears from equation (13) that photometrie surveys of the light field
after interaction with the turbulent layer, wherein the ratio EM/E is

meagured as the angular sperture 6y ©of the photometer is varied, can

y=8 ——=
¥leld values of the unknown turbulent parameters 1 andb/ﬁ <é€> dy.

This is true because a graph of the left-hand side of equation (13) against
the aperture function on the right-hend side ylelds determinate funetions
of the unknowns as the slope and intercept of a straight line (sketeh (a)).

Sketch (a)

As part of the present investigation, the functional adequacy of equa-
tions (12) and (13) when applied to turbulent compressible boundery layers
was tested by comparison with photometric data.

APPARATUS AND PROCEDURE

Wind Tunnel

The present experimental investigation was conducted in the Ames 1-
by 3-foot supersonic wind tumnnel no. 1. The natural boundery layers that .
exiet on the tunnel side walls were thickened artificially to obtain a
range of test conditions. This closed circuit, continuous operation,
variaeble pressure wind tunnel is equipped with a flexible-plate nozzle 3
that provides a range of supersonic Mach numbers from 1.20 to 2.50. A
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range of subsonic Mach numbers from 0.40 to 0.85 can also be provided at
the test section by locating the minimum area in the circult downstream
of the test section.

The working fluid is dry, filtered, atmospheric air. Contamination
within the circuit due to oll and menometer fluld vapors and leaks from
the atmosphere is minimized by continuous air interchange at a rate suffi-
cient to prevent water condensation 1n the nozzle. The sbsolute pressure
in the settling chember can be varied from 1/5 atmosphere to 2 atmospheres
to provide changes in Reynolds number. Corresponding absolute tempera-
tures vary from 520° R to 600° R and depend primarily upon the absolute
pressure. Stagnation pressure and stagnation temperature can be measured
with a relative error of 1 percent in the most uncertain cases.

Some heat flow always takes place between the room and the nozzle
boundary layers, but the heet-transfer rates are small. This is manifested
by the fact that the wall temperatures have equilibrium values within a
degree or two of the theoretical recovery temperatures of the stream. The
temperatures on the test-section wall vary from abcout 20° F sbove room
temperature at the lowest Mach number and highest pressure to about 25° F
below room temperasture at the. highest Mach number and lowest pressure.
Although it is usually possible %o select a stagnation pressure which pro-
duces zero heat transfer at any given Mach number, it was felt that a close
control of heat transfer was unwarranted because the heat flow rates are
small.

Instrumentation

Aerodynesmic.- Boundary-layer pressure data were provided by either
a 28-tube or a 36-tube total-pressure rake which _spanned the test section
on the horizontal median plane, 4-5/8 inches downstream from the center
of the 9-inch-diameter viewing windows (fig. 2), and also by 25 static-
pressure orifices on each test-section wall. Pressures were indicated by
a conventional liquid manometer system. In addition, three hot-wire ane-
mometer probes were installed at the rske station with the wires normal
to the air stream. One probe was mounted integrally with the rake on the
wind-tunnel axis. The remaining two were Iinstalled on a horizontal trawv-
ersing mechenism s0 that they could be traversed through the boundary
layers on opposite walls of the wind tunnel. The hot-wire anemometer was
used for obtaining relative boundary-layer and free-stream turbulence
levels and for detecting the location of the edges of the boundary layers. -

The relative error in determining Mach number from the raske total
head and wall static pressure is %1 percent. Locations of the centers
of the 1/32 inch outside diameter total head tubes were measured to the
nearest 1/64 inch.
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Optical.- The optical equipment used in the present investigation
was substantially the same as that émployed by Baskine and Hamilton
(refs. 5 and 6). The principal components were three identical f£/8.6
Newtonian telescopes having focal lengthe of 21.45 inches. Two of the
telescopes were used as gource collimastors, and the remaining instrument
was equipped as a telephotometer. Light from battery-operated tungsten-
filament incandescent bulbs was relayed to 0.00025-inch-diameter apertures
at the principasl foci of each collimator. Electronic photometers vliewling
the sources directly served as monitors of the two source intensitles.

Ag 1s shown in figure 2 a collimator was arranged on each side of the
wind tunnel to direct, as required, plane waves toward either of the
high-quality windows (see ref. 6 for description) in the wind-tunnel side
walls. A half-silvered mirror and the receiving telescope were sltuated
on opposite sides of the wind tunnel so that some of the. radlant energy
from either collimator could enter the recelver after passing either once
or twice through the air streem.® After passing through the final wind-
tunnel window, light from the selected collimetor entered the receiver
through a plene-parellel glass plate which capped the telescope barrel

at an angle of 45° with respect to the optical exis. The reflex mirror
which is characteristic of the Newtonlan errangement was situated at the
center of this plate and consisted of an elliptical deposit of aluminum
having a nominal minor diameter of l/h inch. Thus the entrance pupil was
an annular window having a nominal major dismeter of 2-1/2 inches and &
nominal minor diameter of 1/L4 inch, and the resulting diffraction pattern
at the principal focus was of the center-blocked Airy type. Although the
source diemeter was not sufficiently small to meet the rather strict
coherence criterion of Hopkins (ref. 19), it was about one-half the maxi-
mu diameter considered adequate by Gabor (ref. 20) and two-thirds the
diemeter considered a good working compromisge by Rogers (ref. 21).

The receiving telescope was equipped with means for inserting at the
principel focus a series of pinhole apertures having diameters ranging
from 0.0007 to 0.0330 inch. When in position, the center of each pinhole

SBecause the receiver and source collimator on the same side of the
tunnel were physically separated, the double~tranemission beam incident
on the mirror irradiated slightly different portions of the boundary layers
before than it did after reflection toward the receiver. The maximum _
displacement between incident and reflected beams wes sbout 1 inch at the
gurfece of the near window.

The original optical arrangement for the double-transmission tests
employed sn opaque first-surface mirror which could be inserted at the
location of the half-silvered mirror. Because installation and calibra-
tion became & lengthy and frequently repeasted process, and because the
wind tunnel had to be shut down during changes from single-transmission
to double-trensmission operation, the arrangement using the half-silvered
nmirror proved to be the more desirsble from an operational standpoint.
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coincided with the optical axis of the receiver. The radiatlon which
passed each pinhole was relayed by a lens system as a collimated beam

to a l/8-inch—diameter gpot on the cathode of a 1P2l photomultiplier tube.
The photomultiplier tube acted as the transducer of a commercially avail-
able indicating photometer. Repeated calibrations on an optical bench
showed that this instrument was stable with time and had a linear response
within about 0.5 percent of full scale for output readings below 15 miecro-
amperes, The combination of light source, optical components, and photo-
electric cell possessed a spectral sensitivity having a maximum response
at a wave length of about 5200 angstrom units. The energy intercepted by
the phototube was measured with a maximum relstive error of *2 percent.

With the verious pinholes in place, the angular sperture of the
photocell varied from 1.7X107° to 7.7x10"% radian. Aperture diameters
were measured to the nearest 0.00001 inch, which corresponds to slightly
less than 0.03X107° rsdian in angular asperture. Angular apertures cor-
responding to the various pinholes are recorded in table I.

The collimators and telephotometer were mounted on a cradle which
was isolated from the floor and the tunnel structure by an elastic cord
suspension. The c¢radle assembly and test section were housed in & cabin
to minimize extraneous illuminatlon and room turbulence.

Tests

Aerodynamic parameters.- In additlon to the individual effects of
Mach number and free-stream density on the diffusion of light., the effect
of boundary-layer thickness was determined. The l-l/2-to 2-inch-thick
natural boundary layers on the wind-tunnel side walls were artificisally
thickened by two methods. The first was a boundary-lsyer trip consisting
of a series of adjustable-height fences transverse to the side-wall
boundary-layer flow in the low subsonic region at the nozzle entrance.

At subsonic Mach numbers this arrangement caused thickening by factors

up to 3. However, the effectiveness of the trip as a thickening device
fell off rapidly with increasing Mach number, and practically no thicken-
ing occurred at a Mach number of 2.5. The second method consisted of
applying a distributed roughness coating that extended in 9-inch wide
bands on each wall to various lengths down the nozzle. The roughness’
consisted of irregular-shaped grains (coarsely ground coffee beans having
maximum dimensions ranging from 1/16 to about 1/8 inch) attached to the
steel walls with a ribber-base adhesive. With the roughness bands extend-
ing to the viewing windows, the boundary layers at a Mach number of 2.5
were sbout 3-1/2 inches thick, as opposed to the natural thickness of
1-3/4 inches. However, at subsonic Mach numbers the distributed rough-
ness was not so effective in increasing total thickness as the boundary-
layer trips.

"Shiseaami
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Some observatlons were made through separated boundary layers. With
the M = 1.75 nozzle setting, driving the wind-tunnel terminal shock wave
gtructure into the test section caused the boundary layer to separate.
The shock was posgitloned by adjusting the back pressure in the diffuser
8o that the region of maximum separation (1/2 to 1 inch thick) was over
the observing windows.,

Although relative comparisons with the hot-wire anemometer indicated
that the free-stream fluctuation level st all Mach numbers was at least an
order of magnitude less than that in the boundary layers, there existed
the poasibility that the free-stream fluctuatlons could contribute measur-
ably to the optical diffusion because, with thin boundary layers, the
optical path through the free stream was up to four times as long as the
path through the boundary layers themselves. This possibility was explored
by employing a turbulence~promoting grid of bars at the nozzle entrance
to increase the free-stream fluctuetion level. Approximately doubling the
free-stream fluctuation level as measured by the hot-wire anemometer had
a negligible effect on the optical data at Mach numbers of 0.8 and 2.5.

A 1imited number of tests were conducted to determine the effect of
alr-stream humidity on the optical transmission characteristics. AL super-
sonic Mach numbers, so long as the water vapor did not condense, little
change in image quality could be detected. However, when condensate formed
in the test section, the effect on the image was as 1f the source intensity
had been decreased. This reduction of intensity due to water wvapor, which
amounted to as much as 20 percent, suggests that processes of skin cooling
by liquid evaporation must be carefully controlled if liquids are injected
upstream of receivers of vlslble radiation. Nominel test conditions at
which the bulk of the data was obtained ere given in table II. With few
exceptions, any actual test condition corresponded to one of these nominal
conditions with a relative error of less than 3 percent.

Optical parameters.- To avoid the experimental difficulties assoclated
with establishing a procedure for viewing through a single turbulent bound-
ary layer, the two boundary layers on the wind-tunnel side walls were used
ag the basic configuration. It was felt thet thls experimental simplifi-
cation was justified because equation (2) gives the possibllity for reduc-
ing the results for two boundary layers to an equivalent result for one.
Moreover, the validity of equatlion (2) is amensble to experimental verifi-
cation by comparison of the results of observations through two boundary
layers with the results of observations through four (eq. (3)). Thus,
for each setting of Mach number, density level, and boundary-layer thick-
ness, sets of opticel data were taken for the two cases of single and
double transmission of light beams through the test section.

A set of optical data conglsted of the series of measurements of
radiant flux which crossed the focal plane of the recelving telescope
through each of the pinhole apertures listed in table I. The output

L
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indication of the receiving photocell was directly proportional to the
time-averaged value of the radiant energy which passed through each pin-
hole per unit time, and was related to the time-averaged value of the
local intensity as follows:

702 = 3d2 vz
PF=EFT=FT=2:rf Ipr dr (14)
o

where d is the pinhole diameter, Ip is the time-averaged local inten-
sity, considered a function of radius alone, and Irp 1s the average

intensity over the aperture area.

To minimize the effects of molecular scattering, and imperfections
in the optical components, and, further, to account for diffraection in
the telephotometer, equation (14) was normalized with respect to condi-
tions for no flow in the wind tunnel (test section at atmospheric pressure
and temperature):

d/=
- Ipr dr
Pr Ef 1 ‘-/c:

Pyp Exp Inw ar
INFr dr
Q

According to equation (15) when Iz is a different function of r +than
Inyw, the ratio EF/ENF becomes a function of the pinhole radius, d/2,
and. thus of the angular aperture gy, since

(15)

1

GM = tan” (16)

4 .4
oF oF

where F is the focal length. As is shown in reference 6, equation (15)
effectively eliminates the diffraction effects brought sbout by the finite
entrance puplil of the telephotometer, and thus the quantity EF/ENF is

a measure of the flux within a given solid angle due to boundary-layer
effects alone, referred to the total flux per unit area, E5, in the

entering wave front; that is,
i) - (&)
e/ - \Eo
ENFn. Rz
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Data to.check equation (17) were obtained by varying the focal ratio of
the telephotometer from f/8.6 to f/86. Decreasing the entrance pupil
diameter from 2.5 inches to 0.25 inch increased the size of the diffraction
image by factors up to 10. Tests with the largest focal ratlo were incon-
clusive because the relatively small quantity of light availsble was
spread over a large area of the focal plane, and difficulties were encoun-~
tered in dccurately centering the pinhole apertures. However, changes In
focal ratio up to f£/U43 had no measurable effect on the ratio Ep/Eyp

for given flow conditions. -

Brief tests to assess the dilspersion according to wave length In the
scattered fields (Tyndall spectra) by capping the receiving telescope with
filters were inconclusive because the spectral range covered by the avail-
able fllters was small. It should be pointed out, however, that Baskins
and Hamllton (ref. 6) report definite evidence of a spread in the scattered
fields according to wave length, the shorter wave lengths being dispersed
through larger angles.

Although the bulk of the data was obtained at normal incidence (p=0),
limited tests were also carried out at an incidence angle of L45°. Because
of Inadequate clearances between the tunnel structure and the rearranged
optical components, data could be obtained only for the case of double
transmission.

Although the image of the point source was, typlcally, symmetric
about the optical axis, a number of extraneous aerodynamic effects were
encountered which hed an undesireble influence on the image symmetry.

If the incident beam intercepted a weak shock wave, the image acquired a
taill oriented at the shock angle. Such situations were remedled by modi-
fication of the nozzle contours to eliminate the disturbance. During
initial testing near a Mach number of 0.65, the image was observed to
break up into a coarse-grating-type diffraction pattern. This behavior
wags traced to an acoustic grid of ultrasonic standing waves in the wind-
tunnel test section excited by the boundary-layer rake. When the rake,
which had a blunt trailing edge, was modified by addition of a sharp
tralling edge, the image again became axisymmetric.

The fact that the test-section walls could not be maintained st room
temperature for all test conditions gave rise to free-convective flows
over the exteriors of the viewing windows. It is believed that in most
cases this flow was laminar, but there was no convenient way to effect a
calibration and 1t is concelvable that in certain instances free turbu- .
lence over the windows might have made a small contribution to the image
deterioration., Accumulations of dirt on the windows were a continuing
source of difficulty and annoyance. However, calibrations through clean
and dirty windows established that runs of L4 to 6 hours duration intro-
duced additional losgses of less than 1 percent.

sy
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The optical parameters which were varied in combination with the
various aerodynamic conditions are given in table ITI, and table IV is
a tabulation of the aerodynamic and optical data for all configurations.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Photometric Measurements

Effect of flow on transmitted power.- With the largest pinhole aper-
ture (d = 0.033 in.) in the focal plene of the receiving telescope it was
found that there was little difference in the radiant power received by
the photocell for a condition of no flow in the wind tunnel and for the
flow condition corresponding to the greatest image deterioration. In
other words, the turbulent contributions to absorption, side- and back-
scattering were not measurable with the present instrumentation, and the
total energy in the incident wave for practical purposes always passed
the entrance pupil of the telephotometer irrespective of the flow condi-
tion in the wind tumnel. This result, vwhich was first reported by Baskins
and Hamilton (ref. 6) can be interpreted to indicate (eq.(5)) that, in
boundary layers having total thicknesses of the order of 1 inch, the
integral scale of the density fluctuations is very much greater than the
effective radietion wave length of 5200 angstrom units. Thus, in accord-
ance with the theory of Booker and Gordon, it can be stated that the light
field scattered by a compressible turbulent boundary layer is beamed prin-
cipally in the forward direction. The maximum scattering angle encoun-
tered in the present tests has a value of 0.0006 radian, which corresponds
to a condition of no loss through a pinhole aperture having a diemeter of
0.025 inch.

Comparison of one~ and two-transmission data.- In figure 3 the per-
centages of light reaching the phototube through various pinholes? for
various flow conditions after penetrating two boundary layers are plotted
against the corresponding percentages received after penetrating four.

Only the data taken with the half-silvered mirror in place are shown.

A1l these data, irrespective of flow condition or angular aperture, cluster
with remarkably small scatter about a single curve. However, the mean line
passing through the experimental data differs systematically from the thea-
retical prediction based on Lambert's law (eq. (3)). From equations (12)
it is apparent that Lembert!s law should apply for given angular sperture,
because doubling the number of identical boundary layers penetrated by

the light beam merely doubles the value of the fluctuation integral,
thereby squaring the original intensity ratio as was shown previously

(eq. (3)). Although part of the discrepancy between experiment and theory
might be attributable to the fact that the paths of the incident and

“Because of negligible logses, the data for the two largest pinholes
have been omitted from figure 3 and the following figures.

SRR
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reflected light for the double-transmission cases did not coincide, the
dilscrepancy is belleved more probably to be caused by two secondary
effects that are neglected In the theoretical treatment, namely, second-
ary scattering and scattering from rough interfaces between the boundary
layers and the free stream. In the region where from 10 to 65 percent

of the total energy 1s received through two boundary layers, a maximum
increment of 0.0L in the value of (Bp/Eyp), over corresponding predictions
based on Lambert's law occurs. This increment is belleved due to recep-
tion of light which has been scattered more than once, that is, from solid
angles outside that of the photometer. Further, in the reglion where from
65 to 100 percent is received, a maximum decrement between experiment and
theory of 0.02 occurs. This decrement is attributed to a scattering of
energy from the rough interfaces which occur between the boundary layers
and the free stream (ref. 17). Due to interface scattering alone, the
experimental data would be expected to lie below the theoretical curve
throughout the range of intensity ratios and t0 be a function of the flow
conditions. Secondary scattering, however, appears to act in a direction
to counteract the decrement due to interface scattering and, moreover,

to exert an influence which increases ag the intensity ratio decreases.
The net result of these two secondary effects is to cause the data of
figure 3 to be independent of angular aperture and flow condition, but

to depart systematically from the theoretical curve.

Because of these secondary effects, an apparent change in integral
scale, 1, will be observed, and the corresponding logarithms of the
intensities at 6y = O will not, in general, be in the ratio of 2 to 1
for deta corresponding to the single- and double-transmission cases.
Thus after equation (13) is written for two and four boundary layers and
6y 1s eliminated between them, an expression is obtained that contains
the apparent integral scales and limiting intenslties from the two
measurements:

1
14Ky In(E/Eo), 1 <J.+K4 ) 1)?,n<EM>
14K, n(E/Eo),  1n(B/Eo), \atK» Eose

@;{2 ) <%>2 | (18)

where
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The empirical curve defined by the data in figure 3 is given by:

r 1
[9.44-0.14 ln(EM/Eo)z]
E
(—M - (M for <-b—4> > 0.10
EO>4 EO>2 Eo 2 -
Therefore, the data indicate the following empirical result

1 + K.\ n(E/Eo),
1+ Xz/ 1n(E/Eo),

0.k =

1+ K
0.1Lk = 1 ( 4_ ]_)
1n(E/Eo), \L + Ko

Consequently, the integral scale and intemsity of turbulent density fluc-
tuations for two boundary layers can be obtained in terms of the corre-
gponding quantities for four boundary layers for this series of experiments
by use of the following empirical expressions (for (Ey/Ec)z > 0.10):

g\ _ 0.4k in(B/Ro), )
7'n<Eo>2 "1+ 0.1k 1n(E/Eo),

} (19)

. +<1m12>2 1+ (bl /N2
A 1 + 0.14 n(E/Eo),

)

It is reasonable to expect that for the same intensity ratios, a
comparison between one boundary layer and two boundary layers would yield
smaller departures from Lambert!s law than is shown in figure 3 for the
case of two and four becasuse the number of boundary-layer interfaces is
cut in half and becsuse opportunity for the occurrence of secondary scat-
tering decreases. The dash-dot curve lying halfway between the experi-
mental curve and the prediction based on Lambert's law, which is shown in
figure 3, is an estimate of the relation expected to hold between one
boundary layer and two. This curve is subsequently used to reduce the
optical date to results appliceble to an equivalent single boundary leyer.
The empirical equation for this curve is:
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> 0.28

(20)

Comparison of date with scattering theory.- Figure L4 has been pre-
pared to compare the results of the.theoretical scattering analysis with
the test results for compressible turbulent.boundery layers. The theory
based on the two-parameter turbulence model of Booker and Gordon predlcts
the straight-line functional dependence given by equation (13) and depicted
in sketch (a). Figure 4(a) presents single-transmission data at & Mach
number of 2.00 and a density ratio of 0.46 for each of boundary-layer
configurations @ through () (teble II) plotted in the coordinate system
suggested by the analysis. In each case the straight- -line dependence
predicted by theory is obtained, and thus the turbulent density fluctua-
tions can be defined in terms of the two parameters given by the extra-
polated Intercepts with the axes. . S

That wide changes in Mach number and demsity ratio have little effect
on this functional behavior is further illustrated In figure h(b), which
is a normalized form of figure 4(a). The ordinate of figure 4(b) is the
left-hand side, and the sbscissa is the right-hand side of the following
rearranged form of equation (13):

_ 1 - l+(l|-1f7,2/7\)2 _tanz -eﬁ
in(By/Eo),  1n(E/Eo), Zn(E/EO)z 2

Optical data corresponding to a given flow condition were plotted as indi-
cated in figure 4(a) and fitted with a straight line. The x and y axis
g 2
intercepts determine the constants In(E/Ey), and 1 + (hnlz/M) . Graphi-
2 in(E/Eo)
cal curve fitting was used for most cases; but where the scatter was
considered excessive, the constants were determined by the method of
least squares. Fitting the straight line was accomplished by the method
of weighting of functions described in reference 22. 1In the present case
this weighting procedure had the effect of decreasing the weight of those
data corresponding to intensity ratios whlch were both larger and smaller
than a value of 1l/e (=0.368).

Notwithstanding the considersble variation of Mach number, free-
stream density, and boundary-layer thickness represented by the various
symbols shown in figure %, it can be observed that departures from line-
arity are small. It therefore appears that the fluctuating density fields
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in compressible turbulent boundary layers behave as though they were iso-
tropic insofar as the transmission of light is concerned. Consequently,
photometric measurements in the radiation field produced by the inter-
action of a plane light wave with a turbulent boundary layer can be used
in conjunction with scattering theory to deduce average values of the
integral scale and the intensity of turbulent density fluctuations.

Effect of Turbulent Density Fluctuations on Optical Images

It has been shown so far that the scattering analysis based on the
cross section of Bocker and Gordon is in good functional agreement with
experiment, and, further, that the turbulence structure can be defined
by two parameters deduced from the data. With this information, one can
compute for a given flow the distribution of radiant intemsity at the
focal plane of a diffracting optical imaging device. To carry out this
calculation, one equates equations (12) and (15) by using equation (17,
and changes verisbles as follows:

. 2
tanz G_M = i
2 2F

_(FA

After differentiating the resulting expression with respect to the dimen-
sionless radius ¢ and simplifying, one cobtains

in E/E,

= 2.2
- e1+(1+K)(7\/z:tD) 3 T - 2(1 + K)Z? E/Eo _ J[
[1+ (1 + ©)(F/2m) 22" o

E
Iypt 4 &

For an axially symmetric objective one has for Iyp the well-known result
of Airy:

2
e _ [2J1(§)]
T g
| o
where Jl(g) is the Bessel function of unit order. It therefore follows

that the intensity at a point £ in the focal plane due to turbulence
relative to that on the optical axis without turbulence is:

. SRy



2l Sommupiiittin: NACA RM A56B21

in E/E,
_Ir  _ _2+(24K) (N 2nD) %3 [2J1(§)T ___ 2(1 +K)in E/E
INF[§=0 £ [1 + (1 + K)(?'\/earD)zgajz
E
J[‘ [27.(¢)] at (21)
o &

Graphs of equation (21) for the no-flow condition and for three
typlcal flow conditions with boundary-layer configuration () are compared
in figure 5 with each other and also with corresponding vhotomicrographs
of the single-transmission image at the focal plane of the receiving
telescope. For each graph, the two parameters involving the turbulence
structure were evaluated from single-transmission photometric measurements
in the manner previously described, and the two optical constants, A and
D, were assigned the values appropriate to the Instrumentation used in_
the present tests. The effect of center-blocking is small and can be
safely neglected. '

The ordinates at the point & = O in each of the four graphs in
figure 5 have been given the ssme physical height. However, the relative
numerical values of the peaks are actually shown to be in the ratilos
1:0.5:0.2:0.1 as one proceeds down the column. An intensity ratio of
unity on the optical axis corresponds to the no-flow condition shown by
the graph and the photographs along the top row. Each of the graphs of
the intenslty ratios for the three flow conditions alsoc shows as an addi-
tional dashed curve an attenuated no-flow distribution. This dashed
curve arises from the first term on the right-hand side of equation (21)
and can be interpreted as the portion of the intensity dlstribution com-
poged of unscattered radiation. Note on the graphs that as the value of
the central maximum decreases with increasing air density, the height of
the total intensity distribution curve relative to the corresponding no-
flow curve increases and that the dark rings of the diffraction pattern
(¢ = 3.8, 7.0, 10.1, . . .) disappear. This indicates that increasing
fractions of radiasnt energy are scattered outside the Airy disec. For
example, the ratio of the flow and no-filow ordinates at the maximum of
the second bright ring (& = 8.6) are 7/1, 22/1, and 32/1, respectively,
for the 0.157, 0.295, and 0.379 density ratios.

The photomicrographs of the images to the right of each plot in
figure 5 are visual evidence of the increased scatter that occurred as
the density was increased st a Mach number of 2. Unfortunately, due to
haelation in the film and limitations in the reproduction process, the

(OO
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photographic images show considerably less detail than can be observed
visually, or for that matter, on the original negatives. The Airy disc,
the first two bright rings, and portions of the third bright ring cen be
readily distinguished on the negatives for the case of no flow. The
extraneous spots of light visible on some of the photographs are "ghosts"
originating from second-surface reflections, and they represent less than
1 percent of the total flux. The exposure times (15, 45, and 90 seconds)
for the three columns of images shown were selected so that points of
equal brightness on the film in any row were exposed by light intensities
in the ratio 6:2:1. With flow at a Mach number of 2 (bottom three rows
of pictures), the intensity of the central disc is noticesbly attenuated
(15-second column) and the zone of the foecal Plane outside the disc becomes
illuminated correspondingly (L45- and 90-second columns). Except for the
emall influence of secondary scattering, these qualitative effects of the
scatter and redistribution have been predicted by the previous analysis.

A further feature of the photogrsphs for the flow conditions shown
in figure 5 should be mentioned. The meximum intensity ratios calcu-
lated as belonging to each row and the selected exposure times for each
column of photographs cause adjacent pictures on a diagonal (dhl, for
example) to exhibit approximately the same response; for by the reciproc-
ity law for photographic emulsions, the increased exposure times along
the diagonal serve to counteract the decrease in light intensity caused
by the additional scattering that occurred. Therefore, increases of the
diameter of the image along the diagonal dhl illustrate that even
though one can compensate for the attenuation due to turbulence by
increasing the gain of the system (that is, increasing exposure time here
or increasing the amplificetion factor of a photomultiplier circuit) a
loss in resolution will be inevitable.

Dependence of Optical Transmission Characteristics on
Mean Flow Conditiqns

Esteblishment of correlating parameter.- There has been no attempt
so far to connect the scattering of radisnt energy with the dynamics of
the mean boundary-layer flow because it is clear from the preceding dis-
cussion that Mach number, density level, and boundary-layer thickness are
important only insofar as they contribute to the formation of density
"lumps." For reasons of practical utility, however, it would be desirable
to utilize some average characteristic of the mean boundary-lesyer flow
as a measure of the turbulence pattern controlling the scattering of light.
Unfortunately, the lack of knowledge concerning the relastionship between
the turbulence structure and the mean flow in a compressible turbulent
boundary layer prohibits the formulation on eny other than an empiriecal
basis.

P p—
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As a preliminary to the formulation of such a parameter, it is noted
that, when plotted as shown in sketch (a) and figure 4(2), the photometric
data exhiblt the following characterlstics:

l. Increases of Mach number, denslity, and boundary-layer thickness
produce substantial decreases In the slopes of the straight lines passed
through the data.

2. Relatively large changes in Mach number, density, and boundary-
layer thickness produce comparatively small changes in the absolute values
of the extraspolated intercepts with the abscissa, and, moreover, the
intercepts in most casesg have small numerical values as compared to the
numerical values of the aperture function tanz(eM/2)

In other words, displacements of the present data regarded as shifts
in the coordinate axes are much less extensive than displacements regarded
as rotations of the.coordinate axes. Thus the slopes of the lines alone
will serve as & good over-all measure of the effects of Mach number,
density, and boundary-layer thickness on the scattering process, and one
can, with little loss in accuracy, consider that the straight lines passed
through the data also pass through the origin of the coordinate systen.
The mathematical conditions to be met for this simplification to be valid

are:
2

(L + K)<%>2 K<%>2 >>1

In the present tests these limitations are fulfilled for all of the pin-
hole apertures for some of the test conditions, and for most of the larger
pinhole apertures for all test conditions. Equation (12) can therefore
be written in the following form independent of explicit dependence on
the radiation wave length:

5 —
M. 1 . f Ae) dy (22)
EO QZGM fe)

Thus, a parameter based on mean flow conditions which is proportional to
the right-hend side of equation (22) can be expected to effect a correla-
tion of the intensity ratio data, at least for the larger pinhole

or
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apertures. It should be noted that the flow-dependent portion of the
exponent of eguation (22) can be cast into & form which bears a very
close resemblance to the corresponding expression obtained by Liepmann
(ref. 2) for' the mean square deviation of a ray. If one rewrites
equation (22) as follows

g5 & 2
M L Ae
- 2 = e— _—

and notes that the left-hand side must be constant for a given flow con-
dition, it is obvious that easch set of optical data can be_described by

a single number, say the mean square devietion of a ray, 62. If, further,
the integral on the right-hand side of the above expression is written

as the product of an average value of the integrand and the boundary-layer
thickness, one obtains

2
35,,_9 21n<E_M.>=i<A_€.> (23)
M Eq 21 \€ 4,

This relation corresponds functionally to equation III-2 of reference 2.
Liepmann approximated equation (23) in terms of the mean flow varisables
by: (1) setting the root mean square density fluctuation proportional

to the over-all change in mean density across the boundary layer,

(2) setting the scale of the fluctuations proportional to the thickness

of the laminer sublayer, and (3) setting the total boundary-layer thick-
ness proportional to the length of boundary-layer run divided by the 1/5
power of the length Reynolds number., This approach leads to the following
result for the root mean square deviation of a ray:

.f§§.~ (o )[ (7-1)M2/2 J < length :fy5<}ocal skin-friction Y
(%) R o

1+(7-1H&j72 eynolds no coefficient

For any one of the boundery-layer configurations listed in table IT the
optical data from the present experiments cen be correlated by a parameter
proportional only to the first two factors in the foregoing expression,
that is, the free-stream density and free-stream Mach number functlon.
However, attempts to incorporate into the parameter the relatively wesak
effects of the various boundary-layer thicknesses and profile shapes
(Reynolds number and skin-friction coefficient) by the use of functions

of displacement, momentum, or energy-loss thickness were not an unquall-
fied success. These correlations usually led to a spread of the
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unseparated-flow data as a function of Mach number and did not correlate
the separated boundary-layer data at all.

The inadequacy of that portion of Liepmann's pareameter proportional
to the ratioc of boundary-layer thickness and turbulence scale is believed
due to the use in equation (23) of flow parameters proportional to the
microscale of the turbulence. The present analysis, however, identifies
the length, 1, in eguation (23) as the Integral scale of the fluctuations
rather than as the microscale. According to references 16, 17, and 18,
the flow parameter proportional to the Integral scale is the total _
boundery-layer thickness, . Hence the right-hand side of equation (23)
is actually insensitive to boundary-layer thickness except as it influ-
ences the local intensity of the density fluctuations and. thus the aver-
age. This latter effect can be taken 1nto account by a slight generali-
zation of that portion of Liepmenn's parameter which includes the fluc-
tuation contributions, Inatead of setting the fluctuations proportional
to the over-all difference between the density at the wall and in the
free stream as Liepmann has done, it has been found advantageous to employ
the integral across the layer of the difference between the free-stream
density and the locel density wilthin the layer. Thus, defining the
boundary-layer parameter:

5 _
B? =f (b, - P)ay (2k)

(o]

and Introducing the usual flat-plate assumptions that the total tempera-
ture and static pressure do not vary across the boundary layer, one finds
that ;

R AN I

This relation is rendered dimensionless by introducing the standard sea-
level density, p, and the effective radiation wave length, A, so that

A e = AV NI

With respect to the free-stream density and free-stream Mach number
dependences, the parameter B (eq. (24)) is identical to the analogous
expression given by Liepmann in reference 2. However, whereas Liepmann's
parameter incorporates the ratio of the total boundary-layer thickness
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to turbulence scale in terms of Reynolds number and skin-friction coef-
ficient, the parameter B wutilizes a thickness weighted with respect to
the Mach number profile. No general significance can be attached to the
parameter B, and its use can be justified only on the practical ground
that it is more effective in correlating the dats than the other arrange-
ments which were tried.

Samples of the boundary-leyer Mach number profiles typical of those
used to calculate the parameter B are shown in figure 6, for a free-
stream density of 0.23 standard sea-level atmospheres. The small dif-
ferences between boundary-leyer Mach numbers at corresponding y dis-
tances on opposite walls of the wind tunnel were averaged arithmetically.
Distances through the boundary layer are normalized with respect to the
energy-loss thickness, which is defined in the figure. A sample of the
Meach number profile for the case of the separated boundary layer (con-
figuration C) ) i8 also shcwn. It can be seen from the figure that the
shape of the separated leyer is significantly different from the others.
It will appear shortly that this difference had an effect on the optical
transmission characteristics which was adequately accounted for by the
parsmeter B.

Correlation of optical date with aerodynamic conditions.~ Figure 7T
shows the fraction of energy remaining in the light beam after traversing
four and two boundary layers as a function of the flow and optical vari-
gbles combinég into the parameter B/eMcos @. The limits for one boundary
layer were-dstimated by the use of figure 3. The correlation parameter
incorporates the factor cos ¢ so that data obtained at the angle of
incidence of 45° could be included in the figure.

Notwithstanding the wide range of Mach numbers, density levels,
boundary-layer shapes and thicknesses represented by the symbels defining
the family of curves in figure 7, and irrespective of the small departures
from insulaeted wall conditions due to heat transfer, the parameter
B/eMcos ¢ effects an adequate correletion of all the data. The fact

that this parameter correlates the data as shown implies that

o
oot @
1 yg €

This proportionality follows from the two observations thet the data in
figure T can be empirically represented by an equation of the form

in By/E, ~ - (B/eMcos ©)2 and that equation (22) gives the corresponding
analytic prediction., Thus these data serve to provide an spproximate
over-all relationship between the turbulence structure and the mean flow
conditions in the boundary layers.,

PR
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Some of the data shown In figure 7 which are associlated with the
smaller pinhole apertures show & tendency to bresk off from the main group
at various positions along the descending portion of the band, Curves _
for a typical optical set (filled symbols) are shown illustrating this
tendency, The dashed portions of the curves correspond to a linear extra-
polation of the data; in figure W(a) this region of extrepolation corre-
sponds to the distance between the y intercept and the first data point.
This behavior is in accord with the analytic predictions, which indicate
that for constant turbulence structure, that is, constant g, a decrease
of the angular aperture to zero causes the intensity ratio to approach a
finite lower limit (fig. 4(a)). The exact menner in which the curve would
approech the asymptote, however, is - a function of the integral scale of
the turbulence, and thus of the given flow condition,

It is apparent from examination of figure T that the moderately thick
turbulent boundary layers explored in the present investigation, even at
high subsonic Mach numbers, have an important influence on the propagation

of light, the influence being to scatter increasing fractions of the origi-

nally collimated beam s the Mach number, density, and boundary-layer
thickness increase, In fact, the estimated curves for one boundary leyer
indicate that when B/e cos’ ¢ is about 5x108, an attenuation of the ineci-
dent wave to a value of EM/EO =1/e (=0, 3685 can be expected, In con-
trast, the same attenuation in the sea-level atmosphere due to molecular
scattering alone would require propagation over a distance of about 75
miles,

Effect of scattered light on optlcal resolution.- Although the
turbulence-scattered light is deviated through very small angles, the
deleterious effect on an optical imaging device can be large because
scattered light from a given point in the object goes into a finite ares
in the image., The effect can be conveniently evaluated by establishing
a resolution criterion analogous to the Rayleigh limit of resolution due
to diffraction,

The Rayleigh resolution limit (ref. 7) can be expressed as the angle
subtended between two equally bright point objects whose images overlap
in the back focal plane of an optical imaging instrument by an amount just
equal to the radius of the Alry disc of either image. Roughly 85 percent
of the energy radiated into the entrance pupil by each point object is
found in each disc; and the intensity distributions and disc radil are
fixed by the focal ratic of the instrument and the wave length of the
radiation, The angle subtended at the objective of an axially symmetric
instrument by the Airy disc radius is (for D >>A):

1,22\
6 = —5— - (26)

»
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On the other hend, light which has passed through a turbulent boundary
layer has been seen to appear at the focal plane in a much larger disc
(fig. 5), with energy distribution determined primarily by the intensity
and scale of the boundary-layer density fluctuations. In asnalogy to the
Reyleigh criterion, one can propose that the radius of the disc containing
85 percent of the total energy esteblishes the resolution limit due to
turbulence. Thus, one accepts as tolerable a 15-percent loss, which
serves to identify in figure 7 & minimum value of B/6ycos @ of sbout
108 for a single boundary layer. The ratio of the boundary-layer reso-
lution 1imit for any value of B8 and the Rayleigh resolution limit due
to diffraction for an axially symmetric imaging device then can be
expressed as

e
B___ BD -8
6r  1.22\ cos @ x10 ’ (27)

The interpretation of equation (27) is best illustrated by an example,

The resolution limit of the 2.5-inch-diameter objective used in the present
experiments is about 2 seconds of arc; that is, 1.20A/D is about 1x10™>
radian for A = 5200 angstroms, With B = 3900, the ratio of the resolu-
tion 1imit due to turbulence to the resolution limit due to diffraction
takes a value of 3.9. This value of B happens to correspond to a
l-3/h-inch-thick turbulent boundary layer at a Mach number of 2.5 and a
density altitude of about 45,000 feet (table IV). It should be noted that
according to equation (27) an objective of large diameter will be more
severely affected than will one of moderate size., Optical imaging equip-
ment such as sextants, cameras, and fire control sights will be similarly
affected.

CONCLUSIONS

The results of tests to determine the optical transmission character-
istics of turbulent boundary layers on an effectively insulated flat plate
over ranges of Mach number from O.%4 to 2,5, free-stream density from 0,12
to 0,93 standard sea-level stmospheres, and boundary-layer thickness from
1-1/2 to L4-1/2 inches lead to the following conclusions:

1, The loss iIn radiant intensity from a collimated beam of unpolar-
ized white light after penetrating a turbulent boundery layer depends
mainly upon the integral scale and intensity of the density fluctuations.
This result is in agreement with a theoretical prediction based on the
scattering cross sectlon of Boocker and Gordon, A parameter proportional
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to the space integral of the cumulative change in mean density across
the boundary layer is found to provide an over-all measure of the inten~
sity loss over the range of flow parameters investigated,

2. The scattered light 1s deviated in all cases through small angles,
the maximum deviatlon from the directlon of primary propagation being
about 0,0006 radian in the present tests; afid the angular distribution of
scattered energy depends upon the lntegral scale of the density fluctua-
tione. This result also agrees with the scattering theory based on the
scattering cross section of Booker and Gordon,

3. Comparison of the transmission characteristics of two boundary
layers with those of four boundary layers indicates small deviations from
Lanmbert!s law of exponential attenuation which probably result from second-
ary scattering and diffuse refraction from the boundary-lasyer free-stream
interfaces, '

4k, Due to the foregoing effects, significant losses in resolving
power can be sustained by optical imaging devices which recelve energy
through compressible turbulent boundary layers. For example, a 1-3/4-
inch-thick turbulent boundary layer at a Mach mumber of 2.5 and a density
altitude of 45,000 feet introduces a loss of resolving power greater by
a factor of 3.9 than the Rayleigh resolution limit for a 2-1/2-inch
objective.

5. Photometric measurements in the radiation field produced by the
interaction of a turbulent boundary layer with a plane llight wave can be
used in conjunction with electromagnetic theory to deduce average values
of the integral scale and the intensity of the turbulent demnsity fluctua-
tions, Provided that the limitatiorns of the Booker and Gordon analyeis
are not exceeded, this conclusion is believed to be valid also for turbu-
lent flows other than boundary layers and for radiations at wave lengths
outslide the vislble range.

Ames Aeronsutical Laboratory
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics
Moffett Field, Calif., Feb., 21, 1956
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TABLE I.- RANGE OF ANGULAR APERTURES OF TELEPHOTOMETER
. Nominal angular
Dlamezer, aperture, Plotting
Pinhole | ax10%, 8,10, aymbol
in.
radian
la, 1b | 0.75, 0.T1 1.70 O
2a, 2b | 1.01, 1.07 2.43 D
3a, 3b | 1.28, 1.23 2.91 <>
ha, kb | 1.80, 1.85 4.2k >
Sa, 5b | 3.32, 3.27 7.70 L
6a, 6b | 4.20, k.07 9.63 U
Ta, To | k.86, L.T1 11.13 D
8e, 8b | 8.09, 8.14 18.92 O
9 15.4 35.9
10 33.0 76.9
TABLE IT.- RANGE OF AERODYNAMIC VARTABLES
Mach no. designation I IT |1z f v | v v |vIz |vIII
Mo, Nominal 0.40{0.67 10.80 |1.30 | 1.40 [ 1.75 | 2.00 | 2.50
pensity| o, |Plotting| QO | D | DV | D || O] O
ratio | 5| svmol | (a) | (a) | () | (&) | (&) [ (2) | (2) | (s)
polusl O | - |- | | - (0.0/0-00-00®
B -232 CP ®.0|0-3|0-0B,0|0-0|0-BVO-GO-G®
c 4630 O |08 |00|0-0B,00-0O-BO-® ---
E 69k CB O-Q|O-BO-®| ~-- | ---| - | =~~ | -
Fo 9 O |000® - |- | -

8Flow configuration:

Tunnel clean

@ Boundary-leyer trip at nozzle entranceA
Rough side walls to within 40 inches of observing window A
Rough side walls to within 10 inches of observing window A

COLEE

(D + shock-induced separation V4
@+ shock-induced separation 7

QT
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TABLE IIT.- RANGE OF OPTICAL VARIABLES

Filter Aerodynamic variables, table II
Angle of ﬁo. of Focal| desig- Angular s Boundary-
rans- . apertures,
incidence missions, ratio| netion 6 layer Density
P, deg n/2 f/no. Wratten(tablg I) eonfigu- Mach no. ratio
no. ration
0 1, 2 | 8.6 None 1-10 ®-® |v-vrmz A
0 1, 2 8.6| None O-® |11, v-vIIz B
0 1, 2 8.6] None O-® | 1I,I11L,V,VI, c
VII
0 1, 2 | 8.6] None @-® | 11,111 E
0 1, 2 8.6| None O-® |1-111 F
bys 2 8.6| None IIT,V B, C
b
15 2 8.6| None ® ITT,V B, C
0 1, 2 | 12.3| None @,® |vmz B
0 1, 2 | 17.2] None @, |vi B
0 1, 2 |©28.6] None © ITI F
0 1, 2 42,9{ None - IIT F
0 2 ©85.8| None VII c
0 2 8.6/ U5 ITT F
0 2 8.6] 61 \ 7 ® III F

aSeries "b" apertures used for configuration.() only
PSpecial. plotting symbol for o= 4°% III -0 S

V-C <

CEntrance pupil covered by opaque mask with 3/4-1nch diameter hole centered

3/4 inch off optical axis
dEntrance pupil covered by opaque masgk with l/2-1nch dlameter hole centered

1/2 inch off opticel axis
SEntrance pupll covered by opaque mask with l/h-inch-diameter hole centered

1/4 inch off optical axis.
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TABLE IV.- TABULATION OF DATA

Eg for aperturs diaceters, P, a for aperture diameters
LI P LT 2 it 43203 _tnch w| | e] |z B/ 4x103 1nch ’
° . X . [3.32 [1. -2 [1.01] 0.5 ° 8.09 [4.86] %.20]3.32]1.80 [ 1.86] 1.01 ] 0.75
(a) Boundary-layer configuration{1); @ = 0°, D = 2.5 in. (b} Bondary-layer cnfigmation (2); @ = 0°, D = 2.5 in.
0.b0]o.928| 458 o.05[2 |1.00 |1.00 [2.00 [1.00 [r.00 Jo.992]0.9%3]0.920] o.81f0.938) 780} (1)] 2[1-00 [1.00 0.996[1.00 |1.00 {0.979(0.905|0.910
69| .28 .12[1 }3.00 [1.00 | .995[1.00 [1.00 | .99L] . o 65} .236] 360 -—| 111.00 {1.00 | .990[1.00 |1.00 |1.00"| .990] .
L8] 57| 583 .12 1 ]1.00 | .997| .99k|L.00 | .980] .96L| .961| .933| .65 .%69{11%0| -—| 1[1.00 {1.00 |1.00 |1.00 |1.00 gge .93k
69| .680| 913] 1|1} .999| .999] .999|1.00 | .989| .95k[ .906] .BTH gi .70 1510 | —-| 1} .998]1.00 | .992] .999| .97h| .oMi| .863] .
.66| .ge2{1110| .11|1 T .996| .992] .991| .981| .953| .902] .B36}] .763| . «936j2080| ~—-| 1| .996} .996} .991) .988| .951| .893| .808| .733
69| .228( 316] .12| 2[2.00 | .95K(1.00 | .993] .990| .962| .932] .9N3) . -232] 630 ---1 2|1.00 {1.00 {1.00 [1.00 |1.00 | .95k .9h2] .ghk2
.68) 97| 583 .12| 2| .995] .993[1.00 | 990) .96k} .928] .897| .B86k| .68| .M5Tj1210 2| .998{1.00 | .997|1.00 | 969 . .8k7] 820
£9) 680] ;3| 11| 2| .99k} 986! .990f .932{ 919} .B37| .98 .686| .68} .685/1810 2| .95k} 997 998 .992| .9o7] .8hs| 708} .668
66! .922i1110| 11| 2| .990] .976| .980) .961| .81>| .T69| .6T3} .592| .67] .91 2180 2| .983}1 .982| .973] .96%| .8x7| . 585 Jhog
82} .228] \e| .11 (1.00 |1.00 [L.00 } .996| .995| .98k] .976] .973| .80| .233| G10 1]1.00 | 998 . .995[1.00 | . 978 .9tk
82| w6 8k .12|1| .999] .999|1.00 | .95k| .981 .9u7] .907| .053| .80| .M63|1600 1| .999[1.00 (1.00 [1.00 | 9| .939 gg 850
Bl .693|1160] 1|1 .996] .990] .986F .982| ---| . 8ol 73L| .79] .703|2220 1] .995| .983| .992| .983] .9N7] . . 700
81 9201530 ] L1n( 1| .589] .91 .968| .9%0| .86L| .76L| -672| 5T8| .79] .936|egho| ---| 1| .557| .900| .os| .o6k| .M . Gek| 521
82| .228} h2| .11f2|1.00 | .996(1.00 | .996] .980] .960} .93l .925| .82| .231| 750} —--| 2| .599| .587] .999| .389] .992| . G13( .8x8
82| 556 82k .12| 2| .995| .965( .990| .S73{ .92 .B62| .786] .709| .81} .%63|1h70| -—| 2| .99k| .988]1.00 (| .989} . . 601 .
81| 693|160} 112 .986| 97L| .965| .933] .B1B| .7a0| .599| .503| .B0| .696[1970| ——-]| 2| .9Bk| .o7h| .977] . . -T05| .sh3| k67
81| .920[1530] 1|2 | .976| .ol1| .927| .858| .6B5| .oho| k=l .330| .81 .gze|etde| ——| 2| .973( -937| .9%8] .o1| . -335| k2| .0k
1.53] ,112| 928| .15(% [1.00 | .997[ .997| .998| -985| .97k .986| .931] 1.h3| .112/1100| .33) 1 ]1.00 | .99 .993] .99s| . -960| .931] .916
1.h3) .226)17h0| .15(1 | .998| .99k | .998( .9BT| .960| .936( .88k .B3B| i.h3| .225|e190| .25] 1] .998( .587| .981] .o7h| .9%e| .sor| .836] .Po2
1.k2] .k52}3100( .17(2| .988| .969| .962f .965| .865] .T53| .65 .535| L.ke| .M33|3820| .22} 1| .9895) .978 .967] .o65| .B8o{ .767] .651] .=sk
L.kk| .116] 98| .15(2| .999| .999[L.00 [ .995] .965] .965( .910 1.A3] .115|1370] .33f 2 .9@8%| .973] .968] .963| .960] .9%0| .903] .83
131 .2111730( .15(2 | .99k] 987 .989| .972[ .927| .B53| .762| .671| l.h2| .235|2330| .&5| 2| .993] .o17] .976] .960] .912f .80} .T%6| .662
1.k2f (43213150 | .17{ 2| .976] 951 .952| .903| .T33| .557| .MB| .336| L.bh2| .433[3010} .22| | .976] .938f .927[ .868] .7a3| .esh .MES| .330
1.78] .11841380| .16)1 ]1.00 11.00 [1.00 | .995( .980} .9€w| .g9h1| .935) 1.76| .111]ik2o| .23| 1|1.00 J1.00 [1.00 | .9931 .970| .9%0| .9:18| .coh
1.78| .22kf2270] (18| 1| .996) .968| .986] .976| .9b9| .8as| .B37| .TE2| 1.75| .20B 21| 9911 915 .913] 975| -9L7| .B08| .687 .606
LTT| Jhhi3960) L1601 | 982 957 .bu9] .933| .TRO| .639]| .520| .MS| 1.76] .461|m3k0| 23| 1| .968{ .9B| .90 .B81| .&82| .u8t .35k 295
1.75] .115)11h0| .16} 2 | .997| 98T | .989] .976] -957| 91T «790| 1.76| .113(1390( .23]| 2| .996[ 992 .988| .o7{ .9u8| .Be2| .830| .7he
L.76| . 2260 ( 1812 | .989] .969| .96B1 .952| .B6g| .76W| .66L( .569| 1.76{ .223{e610| .22| 2] 985 .o57| .963] .5us]| .8e8| .708] .578{ .hek
L.76| .4h8iN230| 16| 2| .963| .91k | .802{ .833] .55 17| . 28| L.75| -heLjs3ako| 231 2] 9k3| (858 .83 .756] .wes| .308] .2k 137
1,961 .11241370| .13| 1| .998| .996| .992] .971| .968| .93k] .909| .B7T| 2.01} .10911660| .20|1 | 998 | .993] .988} .988] .om1 ._9!26 867| .BhL
2,00| .232{2700 | .2h| 1| .99E| 981 | .97h| .962] .B896( .B03] .712| . 2,01 . 70| W7l | 587 .977] -97L[ 959t .891] .762| .6M2]| .323
2,00] .463{4760 | M| T ¥2 931 .908| .860| 636 -318| .28T7| 1.96| .Ath|5k70] L1811} .958] .on1l .88s| .B16[ .573| .396] .=86] .29
2,0k| .116{IM0( I3} 2| 90N 966 .96%]| .920f .B0L| .66T| .328| .%60| 2.00| .110|16%0| 20| 2} 9931 .90} .977| .978| .937| .883| .193| M6
2.00) .230{2570 | 14| 2| .997| .987| .98T| .977) .937| .903| -B47| .784| 1.99| .2mB[3060} .17| 2| .980| .938| .9%7| .909| .753| .61a} .uB1| .38s
1.99) . 5020 | k|2 | .936] .853] .016| 720 JLhLj .286( .19%) .112| L.97| .k7h|5790} 18| 2( .931| .827) .770| 677 .376] .2L6| .1%6} .loe
2.l5) kizzo | 1511 | .998| .989 | .989| 989t .963| .932| .863| .816] .hk| .115(e360( 19| 1| .996] .992) .989| .98%| .9u5| .B96] .17 .T3M
2.%0} .22k{3790 [ .Ik|1 | .986 gﬁ ST0| 95| .B¥T| 139} 598 515 2'ﬁ -2251h020 | 18| 1 .978) .993) .9%| .S19]| .191] %97 W81} .31
e.st J1s Ast2 | 998 - .990] .979) .918) .86k| .786| .T1M| 2. k2290 | .19( 2| 990t 976} .972| .965{ .883{ .B0o§| .687| .58
2,45} .22k|39%0( 5|2 | .976( 938 | .925] .886] .T06] .56k| . -335| 2.51| .22 k100 .18| 2] .96 .920| .890( .851) .s99( .%35| .306| .p12
iChannel fiow impended for the mubsonic Mach nimhers for cmﬁ.smt!m@. The velocity profiles were given to good spproxiration by the log-
aritimic velocity decrezent law:
Y, - =
T " 1"310@)
vhere & 1in this case is the half-width of the vind tunnel (6 in.). The value of m for &ll tbe profiles fell in tie range
5.6 <m < 6.2
The lower value is asscclated with the lowest density ratio (o /3 = 0.22).
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TABLE IV.- TABULATION OF DATA - Concluded

o Ey/Ec for sperture dismeters, P s By/Eo for aperture dismeters,
P2 | g s, 2 4x10% tnch wi="fp | 2|5
B £t {21 (b1 [%.07 [3.27 [1.85 [¥.53 [1.07 [0.71 8.09] %.86] 5.80] 3.32 | 1.60 [ 1.8 1.01] o.i
(c) Boundary-layer configuretion(3); ¢ = o°, D= 2.5 in. () Boundary-layer configuration (B); 9 = 0%, D = 2.5 in,
0.920 | 890]0.23[2[1.00 [1.00 1.00 [6.995 [0.991 |0.960{0.9650.9%5 |0.W03]0.926| 1225 ]0.25(2{0.998] ~-- | --m 0,996 10,998 0.92310.891.|0.800
138 1030} .22/1]2.00 {1.00 J1.00 [1.00 | .982} . 9701 925 | . 28| 830f .23(1j1.00 [1.00 {21.00 [1.00 | .983| .9TS| -938| .gkk
558 | 10%0| .21|2|1.00 | .599] .997! .o98| .975| .9%8] .931) .B76| .68 | .b57[ 2960] .23|1) .998) .995[ .998] .999| .967| .926( .BA0| .B23
677 | 1590] .e0[Lir.00 | .995| .993} .5%0| .9%0| .910{ .896] .B50| .69 | .680| 29201 .23|1} .993 993 9931 .999] .921| .Bho| .7M9 6{1
677 | 1590] .20|2]1.00 | .998| .5%0| .5B3| .9201 .835| .803] .696| .67 | .913| 3870| .23]|1| .988| .98 978 .973| .867] .83 638 .9hT
‘920 | 20ho| .2|1| .995| .992| .992! .985] .938| .852] .827| .T17| .68 | .228| "830{ .23|2} .999] .995| .999| .995| .98k| .933] .923| .B7R
920 | 20h0| .21[2| .980| .965| .961} .953) .862| .723| -6 k2| .68 | bs7| 2980 .23|2] .ogh| .98k} .98k| .979| .932( .832] .782| .86
231 | 720| .20{1]1.00 | .99%[1.00 j1.00 | .99%| .9T3| - 966 | .69 | .680| 2920| .e3|2| .983| .911| .961] .95k .BAr| .698] .589] .MA3
231 | Tao| .20j2[{1.00 [1.00 [1.00 |L.00 | .590| .962| .939| .93h| .67 | .925} 3B7O[ .23;2{ .973 O47| ok1] .929| .TEn| S516] .397) .099
430 | theo| .eof1[1.00 [1.00 [1.00 [1.00 | .967| .921] .903} .834| .83 | .21h| io%0| .23[1|1.00 | .9%6 99k|1.00 | .988] .96% _‘%‘1 906
450 | 1keo| .20|ei1.00 | 951} 988 .983( .986| .B30| B2 .703 ) .82 7 .Ms7| 2250| .23[1| .995( .993( .984| .98%) .933| .863{ .THI] 697
.68 | 2x00| .20{2]1.00 | .997} .997| .981| .9=3| .635| .702] .68k ] .81 | .6%0 ﬁm 2311] .98k| 965 .957] .9hL| BUS| 20| ATT| M9
.685 { er00| .20i2 gg 969§ .962 .91»3 .816| .660| .623| w0} .81 | .o2b| LLho| .e3jX| .97h] .953] .937] .900| .TEL| .95k| .WLT jiZ
.90k | 28%0| .20]1) . .980| 976| .958| 853 .TO6 16&63 SOT | .83 | .21k) 10%0| .23|2| .998| .59k [L.00 | .990] .967) .929| .870
.ok } 8k0| .20|2f .975] .95 | .926| .B86| 68T} .L95| . 2731 82 | .ha7| 20%0| .23|2| .988| .977| .97%| .968] .B82| .T66)| .65T] .5ML
.26 | e130| .25|1] .998] .967] .980| .973| .918| B35 B15| .TL .81 | .690 Eﬁg .23le| .o70| .omk| 98| .Boh| .678| .%15] .392] .2T6
246 | e130| .25le| .988) .966] .956| .983| .832] .TO3{ . Eg 5 8L | .92k .23]2| .9us| .885| .865| .79 gg ahs| L239] 139
08 | ss30| .e7]1| .978] .539] .9me| .882| .00 .muef .hL8| .283 1.3k | .238| 33®0| .=8{1| .986| .971| .962| .958] . SThk | 629] 508
50 .27le| .om3] .8es] .Bes| .m0t .Mpo| .282] .eb6| .337(1.36 | .h61] E360| .28{1} .9m2] .911| .861| .839] .555| .389 ﬁz 163
o970 1310} .21[1] .953] .9o| .99z 989} .969] .gkh| .938| 893 |1.33 | .239| 3l60| .@Sof .97h{ .957( .gho( .909{ .Th1] .308) . Kl
~oo7d 110} .ou|e| .998| .989{ .563| .oez| .os2] .B68| .877| .818|1.35 | .i8| vbo} .au|e| .g7of B38| .799| .676] .332| .196| .16 .OTT
.227 |3 23(1] .990] .973| .956| .957| .BB2| .788] 533 599 |1.69 | .120| em10) .31} .997] .992[ .983] .98L{ .957| .917| .820| .TY3
227 | 3460} .e3|2| .9%0| .$57| ola| 916} .730| .598] . .38811.76 | .216] Moo .23|1] .98h| .96M] 949 .938] .B1B] .692| .Shik| a2
ik {6820 .23|1| .956] .900| .Br2| .B19| .573] .388] .325| .11 11.73 | .u33( 8esof .e2|1| .935) .8ar| .T6L[ .71B) .Mi6) .27L .1T2) .110
1.7h| L9 | 6820) .23|e| .918) .Boa| .737| .62} .336] .a92| .1%2) .0901.69 | .119] eslo; .e3i2| .991 .98%| .963| .89n| .Br2f . 617
1.94 .1%9 | e910] .22|1| .988| .982] .982| .973| .924| .856] .8ah| .T1B11.75 kool .23|2] .966] .917] -90% .e; . Jhkh 03; 240
1.95} .1%9 | ®i0f .22|2| .980| .o75| .9601 .538| .Bu3| .16 .677| 322|1.73 | .u53( 82%0) .22|2| .894] .7 652) .5 .229] .129) . 083
1.96) .19% | 3990] .ee|1| .986| .970| .965| 951} .BT5] .78M| .731] .36011.73 h63| 8390} .e2|2) .882) .7r0f .637) .508| .226) .1e8] .078| .0k3
1.96| .19% | 3590] .22[2| .973| .9%0| .930f .90k] .1m1} 592 .330) .376 |L.92 | .116] 2780] .23|1| .993] . .986| .975| .929] .868| TS5} 660
1.96| .233 J22la| .986| .963| .933| .93k4| .B22) .€85 .Leg |1.92 | .e30| ss70] .25(1]| .9718] .951] .ghkj .921| .7h9| .381| .kb7| (360
1.96} .233 | u6o) .2e|2| .962| .91B| .B9g| .B5%| .6%8| .hs6| .hrr] 266 (1.90 | .h60|11200 :ﬁ 1| .917} .820{ .7me] .6%8} .376| .219| .136} 076
1.96| .280 | s100f .22l2| .578| .951| .938} .oto] .75h| .602| .5k3} .378|1.92 | .17l 2780f .2L|e| .986) .976) .969) .9B7 Bus| .7 L161 %09
1.96] .280 |s100] .22|2| .948{ .886 sgz 7961 539] .353 .210 .18) |1.92 | .232| 2620] .e5(2 89%] 8661 .IT5| L9 .3 22| 161
1.960 .317 [ 5780 .22)1i .97%| .93h4] .9Lk| .8T3| . 516 Jbh8] .309 [1.90 | .463 .25|2f .861 9_3{5 6L .h:.a .162| .087{ .0%2] .ca8
1.56] .317 | 3780} .e2(2; .939) .B60{ .Bee} .73B| .%69| .298| .2k2} .139|e.ke | .1191 hh7o| .@8[1] .990] . 9691 . 591 | .788{ .676{ .580
1.96] 378 [6630[ .2211] .962] .S0| .8 .601| .Mo6| .3k2] .21k 2.k | .eko| uko| .2B|1] .937| .911] .Bg92] . .56% .388] .26k] 165
1.96| .37% | 6630| .22{2) .9} .BoB{ .7hh] .654| .363| .e01| .158] .097|2.h1 | .122 .Ble| .9717| .598] .9%6] .91b[ .ThR| 57| k33| 306
1.97| k2o ) 7800l .e3i1]| .953f .876| -838] .T72| M98} .3 259 .1ho [2.%2 | .237] 9030] .e8le] .918]| .8oo| .7ok| .6%0| .3M0] . . 079
1.97| .heo | 7800} .23|2| . .743| .673| .538| .218] 16| .1L13| .063 Y
1.96} .96 | ovo| .23f1| -935] .833| .773| .6B3| .hoe| .238| .191| .10% (&) Bouwndary-layer configiration (B) @ = ¥3°, D = 2.3 1a.
1.96] . gokof .e3{2 .652] 560 2| .19k| 098} .0T6| .039
2.us| 112 | 5500] .25(2| .o86] .9B1| .79l .om! 932 6| ng| 32 = 1080|2312 = % -993) .992 ?6: i 8% i
2.5 112 | 3500| .25|a| 975| .961| .336| .97} .836) .122| .687| 5@ 22| g0 it il '3513 g2 21 - X
2| 22h | é7hol (|1l 560 .g33| g3 ST 21 o1 :; 296 2| o Eﬁﬁé A HBE B A R jizd Beerd It -
2.45] .224 | 6THO| 2512 .939| . .81%| .736| .483{ .296| . 135 133% %‘r 2270 'Ehg % 216’_1 : z ,,}; 2?‘% i& g; an
Boundary-layer configuraticn(3); ¢ = D = 2,3 in. - . : L : L L . . -
(@ - @ ol 2 e /o for aperture dismeters,
23t | 20| 20|e| 995 985 .9s[ .o80| .9m9] .920] .ona] Bue| m | 2= "'*PR ale 2 ax10°® inch
439 | 1400} .20{2 -9Tt -23 -9&1 -232 -573 -;fg -T2} .593 P 2 . 1,80 j1.88 [1.0L 0.
o 2120} .20]2| 974 . .93 .903] . . 203} .322 - - = 2. "
~526 | 2m00] Leoje| ‘976 .93b| .318] .BTL| .6M5{ .dsg 12| A8 b} Bowndary-leyer configration (3)) 9 = 0% D = 2.3 fa
.2kl 26le| .97 .927| .906| .85%| .617| .h@3| .363 2 [1.33f0.192]0.033 [0.26]L620[ 1 [0.987 Jo. 983 Jo.976 0971 [0.878 J0.793 [0.620)0.513
k19 [s1hol .28|2] -o0s| 77| .61} .s1e] 2.35] .137] 10| .oms|1.33] -a51| .030| .23|k100(2| .968] .946) .931] .899 .T08| .h88 ﬁ: 251
Taffo Tor sperture Siamet 1.22] .%o7] ofa| .2k{sisolL| .939] .873] .Bk2| .763] .k6B| .266] . .110
%w | 8,|n o S0 Anct ore, 1.02{ o7} 080 .26|gkool2| .887| .7e2) .68k | .5%L| .242| .137| .078] 0T
o T 50 L7 T 1 W KW s P W ) %,/%, for sperture dismeters,
o Pop, |3, n 3
(e) Boundary-layer configuration(3); o = 0%, D = varisble L B PV 8 3 4x103 inch
0.215]0.25[1]0.940]0.858 [0.813 jo. 746 [0.166 [0.298 [o.2k6|0.142] 2.30 8.8 [h.ma Th.0713.27 [ 1.5 [1.23 12.07 [ 071
0 oa 112 03| ke | Bck] rso| .ues| .oon| .e39| .1ko| 1.73 (1) Boundary-leyer configuration @) ¢ = 0°, D = 2.3 tn.
.5} .25]3{ .olo| .8s5| .806) .7hi| .u65] .e90| .e3k| .1hk| 1.22 |TT23]0.ZL3]0.08[0.30] 3001 [C.591 (0. GTE 0. E [0.52010.603]0. 137
1.23] 213} .ok} .30] 5300i2| .968| .960( .93% 1] . L60) L3701 .222
1.27] .k39] .07| .30l2@150{1] .99%2( . 776 | .680] .3ke| .197] .16M} 079
1.97{ .439| .07| .30|ima30}2| .BAs| .672] .3%2| .a31] .17M]| .087] .063| 032




NACA RM A56B21 SAERETLL

(p) Tunnel Msch number = 2; missile Mach number = 5

Figure 1l.- Shadow photogrephs of missile models in the Ames supersonic
free-flight wind tunnel showing the effect of turbulent lsyers on a
collimated light beam; spark duration 0.5 microsecond.
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Figure 2.-
four thickened turbulent wall boundary layere in the Ames 1- by 3-foot supersonic wind tunnel
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Figure 3.- Variation of the fraction of radia.nt flux received through
four turbulent boundary layers with the fraction received through two.
Boundary-layer configuration@. (See table I for symbol identification.)
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(a) Effect of changing boundary-layer thickness and shape st constant free-stream Mach number and

free-streem density.

Figure 4.- Variation of the fraction of rediant flux received through two turbulent boundary layers

with the angnlar aperture of the telephctometer.
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(b) Correlation of data for various Mach numbers and densities employing paresmeters predlcted by
scattering theory. (See table I for asymbol identification.)

Flgure L.- Concluded.
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Figure 5.- Comparison of relative intensity distributions with photo-
micrographs (x320) of the image at the focal plane of the receiving
telescope for various wind-tunnel flow _conditions. Light transmis-

sion through two boundsry layers; boundary-layer configuration@.
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Figure 7.- Attenuation of radiant flux through one, two, end four turbulent boundery layers as a
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